[1:11 A] 


[B] 


[C] 


a Nazir are eaten in all of the cities of Israel. Then the one who 
presented this teaching did not have to exclude them by reference to 
the matter of their being available to be eaten in any dwelling.” 


[F] Now there is no problem as to cakes of bread accompanying a 
thank offering. [They are in line with M. 1:11C, fulfilling a vow, 
etc. ] 


[G] But cakes for a Nazir are not subject to that rule, [for they are 
obligatory]. 


[H] R. Yohanan said, “There is no consideration of the offerings of a 
Nazirite, for the offerings of a Nazir come in fulfillment of an 
obligation.” 


[I] Said R. Bun bar Kahana, “Interpret the case to be one in which the 
[obligatory] sin offering was offered in Shilo, the [votive] burnt 
offering and peace offerings in Nob and in Gibeon.” 


[J] R. Ezra asked before R. Mana, “Did not Rabbi say in the name 
of R. Yosé, ‘Peace offerings that accompany festal offerings 
which are offered on a high place are valid but they have not 
carried out the obligation of the owner [to bring such 
offerings]? [So these are obligatory, contrary to I.J” 


[K] But there is a problem in accord with R. Judah, for R. Judah 
has said, “A sin offering and a Passover are offered for an 
individual on a great high place, and a sin offering and a 
Passover of an individual are not offered on a lesser high 
place.” [Therefore the peace offerings remain a problem.] 


[L] It accords only with R. Simeon. For R. Simeon said, “Since one 
of the drops of blood has been tossed in the Nazir’s behalf, the 
Nazir is permitted to drink wine and to contract corpse 
uncleanness. [So he is no longer subject to the obligations of 
the vow. The rest of the offerings are purely votive.]” 


There is a Tannaite authority who teaches: “The rest” (Deut. 12:9) 
— this refers to Shilo. 


“And the inheritance’ — this refers to Jerusalem [T. Zeb. 13:20A- 
D]. 


There is a Tannaite authority who says, ‘The Rest” refers to 
Jerusalem, and the “Inheritance” refers to Shilo [T. Zeb. 13:20H- 
I]. 


